DOCDHEHT SESOBE 



ED 118 161 

AUTHOR 
TIT LB 

INSTITUTION 

PUB DATE 
NOTE 
r 

EDRS PHICE 
DESCEIPfORS 



IDENTIFIERS 



JC 760 081 

Paige, James F. f 

The Estimated Fiscal Impact of Extending Resident ■ 

tuition and Fee Status to All G. t. Bill veterans. 

Washington State Council for Postsecondary Education, 

Olympia. 

Jan 75 

26p. 

MF-$a*83 HC-$2.06 Plus Postage 

Educational Finance; Junior Colleges; ^Nonresident 
Students; *Post Secondary Education; ^Residence 
Requirements; Resident Students; *Student Costs; 
Tuition; ♦Veterans; Veterans Education 
G I Bill of Rights; ^Washington 



, ABSTRACT 

In January 1975^ the 
entertained a bill which would extend 
student" for tuition and fee purposes 
benefits under the GL I. Bill of Righ 
Bill and the financial assistance it 
analysis of the fiscal impact of the 
concludes that the bill should not be 
fiscal impact involved cannot be just 
educational need for such an action^, 
achieved after a one--year period^i Sig 
following: (1) of the '25^000 veterans 
and universities in fall 1975^ only 8 
0. S. as a whole^ 3*3 million veteran 
of educational training program in fi 
number will decline to slightly over 
veterans eligil^le for G. I. Bill bene 
nine million ill ^976 to four million 
five-year fiscal impact of extending 
Bill veterans iA Washington would be 
extension of residency status to all 
* little if any impact on student finan 



Washington State Senate 
the definition of "re^dent 
to all veterans recel^ng 
ts. This report, reviews the G.I. 
provides^ and makes an extensive 
passage of this new bill. It 

passed because the substantial 
ified; there is no overriding 
and residency status can now be 
nificant findings include the 
enrolled in :Washington colleges 
19 are nonresi^tents; (2) in the 
s will participate^iu. some form 
spal year 1975— by 1980^^ this 
two million; (3) the number of 
fits is expected to decline from 
in 1980; (4) the estimated 
residency status to all G, I. 
$3^193j76U; and (5) the 
G.I. Bill veterans would have 
cial aid programs. (DC) 



♦ 



Doc 
materia 
to obta 
reprodu 
of the 
via the 
respons 
supplie 



uments acquired by ERIC include many informal unpublished •* 
Is not available from other sources. ERIC makes every effort 
in the best copy available. Nevertheless^ items of margiAAl 
cibility are often encountered and this affects the quality 
microfiche and hardcopy reproductions ERIC makes available 

ERIC Document Reproduction Service (JDRS) . EDRS is not 
ible foF^the quality of the original document. Reproductions * 
d by EDRS are the best that can be made from t^^e original. * 



ERIC 



9 

t 

« * '* '-^ U S OEPARTMCNT OF HEALTH. 

* , COUCATIONAWEUFARE 
^ NATIONAt INSTITUTEOF 

^^L^ EOUCATION 

fw-l I THIS DOCUMENT HAS BEEN REPPO> 

> ' OUCEO EXACTLY AS «ECElVEt> PtOM 

OO ' THE FEKSON OK ORGANIZATION ORIGIN- 

.'V \ ATING IT POINTS OrVIEW OR OPINIONS 

r\ STATEO 00 NOT NECESSARILY REPRE- 

SENTOPPlClAL NATIONAL INSTITUTEOP 

V , EOUCATION POSITION 0« POLICY 

4'. 



.O 
UJ 



THE ESTIMATED FISCAL IMPACT 
OF EXTENDING RESIDENT TUITION- AND FEE STATUS 
TO ALL G. I. BILL VETERANS 



00 
0 



Council for Postsecondary Education 



Project Officer: 
James F. Paige 

\ 



Oanuary, 197^ 



erJc 



1 



OS 



LLI 

03 



January 30, 1976 



The Honorable Gordon Sandison 
Chairman 

Senate ^Committee on Higher Education 
Washington State Seriate 
409 Legislative Building 
Olympia, WA 98504 

Dear Senator Sandison: 

1: 

In response to Senate Resolution 1975-134, please find 
enclosed the Council's report "The Est4mted Fiscal Impact 
of Extending Resident Tuition and Fee Sra:^us to all 6. I. 
Bill Veterans". 




At its January 21, 1976 meeting, the Council 
following action in response to S.R. 1975-134: 

The Council does not recommend the automatic 
extension of residency status to nonresident 
veterans as defined in Senate Bill 2316 for the 
following reasons: (1) We .find that the sub- 
stantial fiscal impact inv(ylved cannot be 
justified; (2) we find no overriding education- 
al need for such action an<i (3) residency status 
can now be achieved after a one year period. 

If you have any questions concerning the report, or if I may 
be of assistance, please let me know. 



Sincerely, y 

Patrick M. Callan 
Executive Coordinator 

PMCtjj 

cc: Senator Gordon Walgren 
Mr. J. A. Bricker 




Walter C. Howe; Jr., Chairman 

Patrick M. Ctl!«n, Executive Coordinator 
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908 EAst Fifth Street 

Olympia, Washington 98504 

206 755-2210 SCAN 234-2210 



THE ESTIMATED FISCAL IMPACT 
OF EXTENDING RESIDENT TUITION AND FEE STATUS 
TO ALL G. I. BILL VETERANS 



In January, 1975, Senate Bill 2316 was introduced by Senators Beck, 
Fleming, McDermott, and Walgren. The bill proposed extending the defini- 
tion of resident student for tuition and fee purposes to all veterans ren 
ceiving benefits under the G. I. Bill of Rights. Public hearings on Ser]|ate 
Bill 2316 were held by the Senate Higher Education Committee and concerf 
was expressed over the lack of firm data on the number of nonresident vet- 
erans already receiving benefits under the G. I. Bill, the magnitude 
the fiscal impact of adopting S. B. 2316, and the effect on and relat|ionship 
to existing student financial aid programs. / 

In an effort to address the concerns raised at the hearings, Seriators 
Sandison and Walgren introduced a resolution, subsequently adopted as S. R, 
1975-134, calling on the Council to " ... conduct a review of veter^ans 
receiving benefits under the G. I. Bill of Rights to determine future pro- 
jections of how many veterans would be eligible for resident stati^l, the 
fiscal impact of such extension of benefits, and the relationship,- to and 
effect upph existing student financial aid programs " 



Findings 

(1) There are approximately 25,000 veterans enrolled irv Washingpn public 
colleges and universities as of Fall, 1975. Of this number|, 819 are 
nonresidents. 

(2) In the Uni'ted States as a whole, 3.3 million veterans will. 



participate 



in some form of educational training program in fiscal V^a 



f 1976. The 

Veterans Administration estimates a decline to slightly oyjer 2 million 
in 1980- 



(3) The number oV» ^^terans eligible for G, I. Bill benefits is expected to 
decline from 9,mVllion in 1976 to 4 million in 1980. 

(4) The estimated fiv^^ year fiscal impact of extending residency to all 
G. I. Bill veterans would be $3,193,764. 

(5) The effect of extending residency status to all G. I. Bill veterans 
will have little, if any impact on state student financial aid programs 

(6) The Council's pa^t position on tuition and fee exemptions and special 
residency classification has been to resist such exemptions, unless it 
is clearly demonstrated that the financial needs of the students in- 
volved cannot be met through existing financial aid programs or an 
overriding educational need exists. 

Recommendation ^ 

At its January 21, 1976 meeting, the Council for Postsecondary Educa- 
tion took the following action: ^ 



/ 



"The Council does not recommend the automatic extension of resi- 
dency status to nonresident veterans as defined in Senate Bil/1 
2316 for the following reasons: (1) We find that the substaii- 
tial fiscal impact involved cannot be justified, (2) we find no 
overri^ding educational need for such action, and (3) residericy 
status can now be achieved after a one year period." 

Background 

The current G. I. Bill (the Veterans Readjustment Benefits Act of 1965 
as amended) is available to veterans who served and military personnel cur- 
rently on active duty for more than 180 continuous , days, any^rt of which 
occurred after January 31, 1955, and who were released under conditions 
other than dishonorable, were discharged for a service connected disabil- 
ity, or continue on active duty. Veterans released from active duty after 



January 31, 1955 have eligibility for 10 years after release or until May 
31, 1976, whichever is later. 

Qualified programs of education include vocational, correspondence, 
business schools, two- and four-year colleges and universities, professional 
schools, and on-the-job training (OJT) programs. The distributix)n of vet- 
erans among the various types of qualified training programs is displayed 
below: - / ' ^ 

Type of Training Program 



Total U. S. 
Washington 



College 

66.7% 
66.6% 



Other 
Resident 
Schools 

10.2% 
9.9% 



OJT 

6.4% 
5.6% 



Farm Correspondence 

1.0% 15.7% 
17.9% 



Veterans who wish to attendyt)ostsecondary institutions or other quali- 
fied programs receive financial assistance. The following table provides 
data on the monthly rates of payment to G. I. Bill students. 

Payments Per Month 



No 

Dependents 



One 
Dependents 



Two 
Dependents 



Full -Time 


$270 


$321 


$366 


Three-Quarter , 


203 


240 


275 


Half -Time / 


135 


160 


182 


Cooperative / 


217 


255 


289 


Apprenticeship 








OJT 








1st 6 months 


196 


220 


240 


2nd 6 months 


147 


171 


191 


3rd 6 months 


98 


122 


142 


4th 6 months 


49 


,73 


93 


Correspondence and 






— monthly 


Flight 


90 percent of cK^rges 


$270. 







Each 
Additional 
Dependent 

$22 
17 
11 
17 



10 
10 
10 
10 



f Veterans in training a/ postsecondary institutions on a half-time or 
more basis, who need tutarial assistance may also qualify for tutorial pay- 
ments not to exceed $60 a month for a maximum amount of $720 with no reduc- 
tion in the basic entitlement. < 

The State of Washington has several programs to assist veterans in .• 
pursuit of postsecondary education. The state colleges and universities 
may exempt veterans who have exhausted federal benefits from the payment ,• 
of general tuition, operating fees and service and activity fees. Fifty 
percent waivers«%ire authorized for such veterans who are nonresidents. /The 
law also exempts certain veterans and military personnel from the pay/ent 
of nonresfident fees. These exemptions grant resident status to act/ve duty 
personnel currently stationed within the State of Washington and jlo all 
veterans whose final permanent duty station was in the State of Washington 
so long as such veteran is receiving federal vocational or educational 
benefits conferred by virtue of his military service. The Ap/il, 1975 
Council staff report, "A Follow-Up Study of Tuitiqii and Fee Comparisons" 
provided information on the policies of other states rj^gardin^ sXate level 
benefits for veterans. Appendix 3 contains the /(nfor^ifl^tiQn f that re- 
port. 

Review 

/ 

In addressing the charge contained in Senate Resolul/ion 1975-134, the 

Council staff has attempted to determine the number of veterans who are 

training under the G. I. Bill. Information furnished by tfie Federal Vet- 7 

erans Administration in October, 1975 indicated that 2.7 million veteran/ 

were in training in 1974-75. If current V. A. estimates are correct, the 

number of trainees has increased or will increase by 28 percent and 
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/ ^ ^ ^ ... 

atpproximately 3.3 minion vetera;is will participate in training .programs 
auring the current fiscal-yea^» However, it should be noted that the totals 
eligible veterans/is declining. As of June 30, 1975, over 9 mil- 



lion veteran&i^e eligible for G. I. Bill educational benefits. By. 1980, 

the V. A. projects tnat tKe^mberL^o^^igible veterans will decrease to 

4.4 million; a reduction of over fifty percent. 

Enrollment information on the number of veterans receiving benefits is 

not routinel/ reported to the Office oli ProgranfTTanning and Fiscal Manage- 

ment. In addition, institutions do not separately maintain specific infor- 

/ [ ^- . 

mation, such as class level, for veteran students as a uniqu^ category. In 

order to determine thfe number of eligible veterans currently enrolled by 

resident and nonresident categories, the staff ther^re sttrveyed^eacl] pub- 

JitT'Tour^ear institution^anc 



State. Boa yd f^r Community College Ec|jca- 
[tion. Veterans affairs officers on the">a)f^ious campuses were also askpd to 
give their best estimate /of the number oy veterans who expressed an inability 
to enroll because of their nonresident Classification; Contacts with the 
institutions revealed lynat as of Fa^,/l975, approximately 25,000* G. I| 

Bill veterans were enrolled. (See Taible I) In addition, campus veteran 

/ 

representatives estimated that 155 Veterans were unable to atjteti^ because 
of the higher fees charged to nonresident' students. 

A review of the data shows that the community col levies enrol le^^jlthe 
largest percent of veterans (72i8%) while the uni versit/ies enrdlH^ 13.9. 
percent and the state colleges 13.3 percent. ^ Further.yanalysis revealed 
that 5.8 percent of the veterans enrolled in four-yeerr institutions wer^ 




*The ctonunity^ coll ege| portion (73%) is an ^imate. Actual data will not 
be avaYyable until February. 
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* nonresident. This compares with the 8.8 percent nonresident port/on of all 

public college and university enrollment. This may be- due, at Veast in ^ 
♦ * / 

part, to tbe fact that WashJjigton now extends resident classification to , 

/ 

*11 veterans, regardless of origin, whose final duty station was in the 
State of Washington. 

While the language of Senate Bill 2316 would theoretically extend el- 
igibility to all G. I. Bill veterans in the United States, it is likely' 
that the great {najority of veferans would continue with their existing pro- 
grams in their home stateT---J«/e_cann^^ howeverr^the number of 
veterans in Washington who might change their programto^a^tw^^ four- 
- y£3r public institutior^'tjr how many recently discharged veterans might 
move to Washington to avail themselves of higher education at resident fee 
rates. In addition, the unavailability of certain data, such as tUe class 
level (e.g., freshmen) of existing veteran enrollment makes accurate proT 
jections difficult. It is pos^J^e, however, to develop projections given 
certain assumptions. The assumptions which are used in thys analysis are 
as follows: 

(1) The Veterans Administration estimat:es are accurate. 

(2) Washington will cogtfinue to serve the sai^p percentage of the^ total 
number of veterans in training. 

(3) The percentage of the total veteran population /enrol led in^ public 
colleges and universities will not decrease. 

(4) The ratio of resident and noresident studen/s will remiin $tabl^. 

Based on these assumptions, the following/procedure was to esti- 

/ // 

mate the number of nonresidents who might be ^effected by th^'^^xtension of 



resident status to all eligible veterans. 

10 
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(1) Th'e current percentage of total eligible veterans who are enrolled i/i 
Washington public two- and four-year institutions was determined. / 

/ • (25,263 f 3,300,000 = .77%). • ■ 

(2) The peoeent of nonresidents (3.25%) was asSumfed to remain constant. ' 

(3) The relationship of nonresidents who would not attend unless residency, 
was granted to nonresident students {19%) was assumed. While this 
figure is an estimate, this factor should take^me flow from other 
approved programs (i.e., corres^ndence) into consideration. We have 
not estimated any added conmunity college enrollment due to the rela-, y 
tively low level of nonresident tuition and fees. ,/ 
Table 11 outlines 'the results of this procedure through 1980-81 apd 

indicates that if extension of residency was granted in 1976, 81^ indivi- 
duals would be effected. This number would decline to 611 by 1980-81. 
Table III indicates the estimated distribution of nonresidents by type of 
institution. 

It 

Fiscal Impact 

Based on the--calculations in the previous section, the fiscal impact 
of enacting S. B. 2316 effective Fall, 1976 would be felt in two ways. 
(1) Appropriations to replace instH*rt4ofial revenueiSlost through the lower 

fees paid by the individuals who are neplassified- 
CZ) Appropriations to support the relatively small number of students who 

are estimated to enroll as a result of the reclassification. 

I. Revenue Loss 
Assumptions: 

A. Reclassified veterans would bfe eligible for the /Vietnamese veteran 
rate. ' , 

ji 

O -8- 

,ERJC , . 
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(TABLE III 

DISTRIBUTIOf( OF NONRESIDENT 
VETERANS BY TYPE OF INSTITUTION- 
1976-77 - 1980-81 
— TOTAL 



Year 


Total 


Universities 


State Colleges 


Community Colleges 


1975-76 


974 - 


360 (.370) 


191 (.i95) 


423 (.435) 


1976-77 


815 


302 (.370) 


159 (.195) 


354 (.435) 


1977-78 . 


'750 


278 (.370) 


146 (.195) 


326 (.435) 


1978'-79 


701 


259 (..370) 


137 (.195) 


305 (.435) 


1979-80 


653 


242 (.^370) 


127'(.195) ^ 


' 284 (.435^ 


•1980-81 


611 


226 (.370) 


119 (.195) 


266 (.435) 



EXISTING STUDENTS AND STUDENTS WHO 
WOULD HAVE ENROLLED, AT NONRESIDENT RATES 



State CollegeSi Community Colleges 
101 . / 354 



Year 


Total 


Universities 


1976-77 


' 685 - 


230 


1977-78 






630 


212 


1978-79 


589 


197 


1979-80 


549 


185 , 


1980-81 . 


~ 513 


172 ' 



92 326 

87 305 

80 , .. ' 284 

75 266 



NEW STUDENTS WHO WOULD ONLY ENROLL 
AT RESIDENT RATES 



Year Total Universities State Colleges 

1976-77 ■ ^ 130 72 * 58 

1^-78 ' 120 66 54 

.1978-79 112 - 62 50 

1979- 8Q\; ^ 104 , V 57 47 

1980- ^1 ' . * ^ 98 , . 54 44 - 
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B. Current tuition and fee levels are assumed. 

C. All veterans are assumed to be full-time undergraduates for calcu- 
lation purposes. 

>' 

D. The relatively small loss in services and activities fee income 
would not be replaced. 

Tables IV-A through IV-D indicate the revenue loss in each fee category 
through 1980-81. Total loss in tuition income for the period would be 
$791,443 and the loss in operating fee income would be $1,505,567,' for 
a total appropriation impact in this area of $2,297,010 over a five 
year period. 

II. Additional Expenditure Impact 
Assumptions: 

A. New students would pay at Vietnamese veteran tuition and fee rates. 

B. Current tuition and fee levels are assumed. 

C. Only the direct costs of instruction (excluding overhead) less op- 
erating fees would be appropriated. 

d! Enrollment contracts would be increased to reflect the added stu- 
dents. 

E. Expenditure rates for future years will reflect past trends. 
Table V indicates the cost to the institutions of serving the estimated 
number of additional students who would attend if the definition of a 
resident student was extended to include all eligible veterans. The 
cost per student reflects only direct instructional costs less operat- 
ing fee income. It is assumed that additional appropriations for 
support prvices and overhead would not be made. The five year cost 

is estimated to be $896,754. - . ' • 

14 
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III. Total fiscal impatt 1976-77 through 1980-81 

If the assumptions used in the above calculations are accurate, the 
total cost over the next five years of extending resident fee status 
to all eligible veterans would total $3,193,764. 

Effect on Student Financial Aid Programs 

Senate Resolution 1975-134 directs the Council to determine the effect 
of extending resident status to all G. I. Bill veterans upon existing stu- 
dent financi^il aid programs. The S'taff has reviewed the three major state 
funded financial aid programs which are: State Work-Study, State Need 
Grant and the three percent Tuition and Fee Waiver Program. *No statewide ^ 
statistics are available on the number of G. I. Bill veterans participating * 
in financial hid programs. Contacts with institutional financial aid offi- 
cers, however, indicate that student aid made available to veterans is 

usually in the form of loans rather than grants such as offered by the state 

i 

programs. The reason for this is that G. I. Bill veterans already receive 
substantial assistance>. , A full-time veteran with no dependents receives 
$2700 per year (see* page 2). The three state programs award funds on the 
basis of neeji. G. 1. Bill students therefore either do not qualify for 
awards, or are usually low on the priority list. Therefore, the extension 
of resident status to all G. I. Bill veterans would have only minimal im- 
patt on existing state financial aid programs. ^ ^ 




mE IV (A) 
UNIVERSITIES^ REVENUE LOSS 



1976-77 

Estimated No. of Students 



Tuition 

$ 231 
X 23,0 
$53,130 



Operating 
Fe^ 

$ '915 
A 230 
,.^210,450 



Services and 
Activities Fee 

$ 3 
X 230 



Total 

$ 1,149 
X 230 
$264,270 



1977-78 
Estimated No. 



of Students 



$ 231 
X 212 
$48,972 



915 
X 212 



$ 3 
X 212 



$ 1,149 
X 212 




1978-79 
Estimated No. of Students 



$ 231 
X 197 



$ 915 
X 197 



$45,507 $180,255 



$ 3 

X 197 
^591 



$ 1,149 
X 197 
$226,353 



1979-80 $ 231 $ 915 

Estimated No. of Students x 185 x 185 

$42,735 $169,275 



$ 3 
X 185 
"$555 



$ -1,149 
X 185^ 
$212,565 



1980-81 $ 231 $ 915 

Estimated No. pf Students x 172 x.172 

$39,732 $157,380 



Five Year Total 



$230,076 $911,340 



$ 3 
X 172 
^5T6 



$2,988 



$ 1,149 
X 172 
$197,628 

$1,144,404 
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TABLE IV (B) 
STATE COLLEGES' REVENUE LOSS 



1976-77 

Estimated No. of Students 



1977-78 

Estimated No. of Students 



Tuition 

$ 216 
X 101 



Operating 
Fee 

$778.50 
X 101 



$21,816 $78,629 



216 
X 92 
$19,872 



1978-79 

Estimated No. of Students 



iWs 



1^79-80 
Estimated No 




Five Year Total 



$17,280 $62,280 



216 
X 75 



$778.50 
X 75 
$58,388 



$93,960 $338,649 



Services and 
Acti^Vlties Fee 

$4.5K 




$360 



$4.50 
X 75 



$1,959 



Total 

$ 999 
X 101 
$100,900 



$ 999 

X 92 
$ 91,908 



$ 999 

X 87 
$ 86 ,-91 4 



$ 



999 
X 80 



$ 79,920 



$ 999 
X 75 
$ 74,926 



$434,568 



TABLE IV (C) 
COMMUNITY COLLEGES' REVENUE LOSS 



1976-77 

Estimated No. of Students 



///: 

U977-78 n-.^ 
istimated No. of Stuaents 



Tuition 

$304. 50_ 
X 354 



$304.50 
X 326 



Operating 
Fee 

$166.50 
X 354 



$107,793 $58,941 



$166.50 
X 326 



$99,267 $54,279 



Services and 
Activities Fee 

$ 0 
X 354 



$ 0 
X 326 



Total 

471 

X 354 
166,734 



$ \ 471 
X 326 
$193,546 



1978-79 
Estimated No. 



of Students 



$304.50 
X 305 



$166.50 
X 305 



$92,872 $50,783 



$ 0 
X 305 



$ 471 
X 305 



$n 



3,655 



1979-80 

Estimated No.' of Students 



$304.50 
X 284 



"$/66.50 
X 284 



$86,478 $47,286 



$ 0 
X 284 

T~o 



$ 



471 
284 



$133,764 



1980-81 

Estimated No, of Students 



/ 

Five Year' Total 



$304.50 
X 266 



$166.50 
X 266 



$80,997 $44,289 



$467,407 $255,578 



$ 0 
X 266 



$ 0 



$ 471 

X 266 
$125,286 

$722,985 
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TABLE IV (D) 

TOTAL REVENUE LOSS BY TYPE OF INSTITUTIDN 
1976-77 - 198a-81 



Year 


Universities 


State 
Colleges 


Communi ty 
Colleges 


Total 


1976-77 


$ 264,270 


$100,900 


$166,734 


$ 531,904 


1977-78 


$ 243,588 


$ 91,908 


$153,546 


$ 489,042 


1978-79 


$ 226,353 


$ 86,914 


$143,655 


$ 456,922 


1979-80 


$ 212,565 


$ 79,920 


$133,764 


$ 426,249 


1980-81 


$, 197,628 


$ 74,926 


$125,286 


$ 397,840 


Total 


$1,144,404 


$434,568 


$722,985 


$2,301,957 



operating fees: 

($432,609) ($722,985) ($2,297,010) 



Five year loss in tuition and 
($1,141,416) 
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TABLE V 



/ 


ESTIMATED ANNUAL COST 
COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES 


1 

1 


Year 


i 

Estimated > 
Number of 
Students '* ' 


Estimated 
Cost of' Instruction* 


1976-77 


130 


$170,190 


1977-78 


120 y 


$173,244 


1978-79 


\\/ 


$179,178 


1979-80 


104 


$183,374 


1980-81 


98 


$190,768 



Five year cost $896,754 



* Includes only direct instruction costs less operatifig 
fee income. 




f^m.i,uv ,1.74, REVISED FISCAL NOTE 

Coun cil for Postsecondarj^Education^ 343 _ REQUEST NUMBER — ''JrA, 

RwponxUni Af «ncy TiUii ' ' cixii**No7' Concerning 2316 

SB NO. BB NO^ 

Original r. , . . [3 

j^Oate.Copittee_on Higher Educatjon House Committee Amendment □ 

l^quc«ted 9y Senate Committee Amendment 

Engrossed House Bill Q 

Engrossed Senate Bill...^^. . □ 

luvjgwed Bj?' oppfcrM Substitute Q " ' 

Bill Requested By: Executive □; Department □; Legislative Committee.., ^Z^..-.-.^ y 

y y Tiue 

New Program or Activity [xl> Change in Existing Program or Activity □,ylx)cal 0overnm^ Ipipact" 

TlUeofBill: Aa Act Relating to . . . higher education. Extending residents tatus 
to all veterans receiving/benefits under the G. I. Bii;r of Rights. 



ESTIMATEI> STATE FISCAL IMPACT 



□ 




A. Revenue Impact l>y Fund and Source: 



\ Fund Title* / 
^"Source Title;/ 



\/ari'nii<: rnn <;t.nirt Inn /Irmiinf-c; 
local Reneral Local Ftjnf1<; 



791,443 



L<^ai ytudent Activity Funds 



il -505:567 



4>947 



totalxT 



B. ^Expenditure ImpacNi^ Source of Funds/ 



-r 



S531,904 



$531.9i)4. 



$2.301.957 



Fund Title: 



v 



SUtc 




$700.949 



$700.949 



S3, 193, 764 



Ftderal 



Local 



TOTAL 



$7QQ,94Q 



$7Qn.<?4q. 



C. Expenditure Impact Detail: 



FTB SUflf Years 



Salaries and Wages > 

Personal Service Contracts / 



Goods and Services 



Travel 



Equipment 



T" 



Employee BencAU 



Grants and Subsidies 



-T 



Debt Serviee 

Replace Lost/ Revenue^ - Tuition 



;18?.7.^Q 



7Q1 



Replace Lost Revenue - OperaFino 



S348.Q20 



1346,020 



1 ,505,567 



Approprialnons for Added Students 



$ 170 . 190 



$17Q>19Q t 896,754 



Capital Outlay: 



Land 

BuilfHngs 



^mj^rovements Other Than Buildings 



$700.949 IS700.949 83, 193,764 



TOTAL 



D. Attach Explanation of Estimate 
(Use Form FN-2) 



James F. Paige Educational Planner 1-15-76 

t*r*p«r*d By fiui " Datt 
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SENATE RESOLUTION 
1975 - 134 

By Senators Walgren and Sandi^on 

WHEREAS. Senate Bill 2316. which was introduced in January 1975, 
proposed to extend the definition of '^resident student" to all veterans 
receiving benefits under the G. I. Bill of Rights for^ tuitiotNand fee4pur- 
poses in public universities, state colleges and pi^unity collies Jrt the 

State of Washington; and ^ , i ,, ^J^'xn 

WHEREAS. Only those veterans who served in World -War I, World war 
II, the Korean conflict or the Viet Nam era^ are currently eligible for^he 
classification of "resident student"; and - ^\ 

WHEREAS. Such broad legislation would reduce revenues being col- 
lected at Washington's public institutions^of higher education thus re- 
qolring addttional state appropriations.^ut the magnitude of thiS.jlscal 
impact is currently unknown; ajjd^ . ^ 

WHEREAS, additional appropriations would be required if stua«nis 
who might otherwise not hoVe attended institutions in this state y^^re 
attracted because of the extended definition; and ^ - 

WHEREAS, An actual count of nonresident veterans already receiving 
benefits under the r. I. Bill of Rights is not available; • 

NOW. THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, By the Senate. That the C6{incil for 
Post-secondary Education, with the cooperatipn of the public institutions 
of higher education in the State, conduct a review of veterans receiving 
benefits under the G. I. Bill of Rights to determine future projections of 
bow many veterans would be eligible for resident status, the fiscal impact 
of such extension of benefits, and the relationship to and effect upon 
existing student financial aid programs;^nd ^ 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Council for Post-seco^ary Educa- 
tiOn submit a report and recommendations to the Senate Comni^tee on Higher 
Education on or before November 1, 1975; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That a copy of this resolution J)e trans- 
mitted iimiediately upon adoption by the Secretary of the Senafte to the 
House of Representatives and the Council for Post-secondary Education. 



I, Sid Snyder. Secretary of the Senate, 
do hereby certify that this is a true 
and correct copy of Senate Resolution 
1975-J5I, adopted by the Senate, June 9, 1975, 



/ 



SID SNYDER 

Secretary of the Senate 
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APPENDIX 2 



SENATE BILL NO. 2316 



State 9£ Washington" 
<»^th Regular Session 

* * , 

Read first tine January 
EDUCATION. / 



By Senators WaXgreh, Fuming, 
Beck and McDeri6ott 

1975, an^ referred to Conuaititee on HIGHER 



0 ^ 
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1 

2/ 
/3 

5 

6 
7 
8 
9 

11 
12 

13 - 

1^ 

17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 



AN ACr ReUtio^ to higher Qducatioo; and aaoodiog /ectioo 2, cfiapter 
273, Lavs of 1971 ex. sess. as aaeoded |/y section 1, chapter 
^^^9, Lavs of 197^ ex. sess, and RCW 285y^5.0l2. 
BE IT EHACTED BY THE LEGlSLATUfiE OF THE STAt/ OF IIASHINGTOU; 

Section 1. Section 2, chapter 273,/Lavs of 1971 ex. sess. as 
aaended by section 1, chapter 1^9, L^vs of 1972 ex. sess. and RC« 
28B. 15.012 are^ each aiended to read ay^follovs: 
Mheoeyer used in chapter 28b/i5 BCH: 

(1) The tera "iostitutio;!^ shall aean a public uolYersity, 
college, or coaaunity collegey<fithin the state of Washington. 

(2) The tera "resident student"i ifi a^d^tioQ to vetg^mg 
legeijriaa l^snsUlS ^ninj/^ktl fiiU ol fiic^his iM 0[§C §£3^ 2211 
^t^t^ shall ae^A a student vho has had avdoaicile io the state 
of Washington for tlm^^beriod of one year iaaadiately prior to the 
tiae of coaaenceaent of the f i^rsir da^y of the seaester or quarter fdr 
vhich ^Tre has registered at any institution and ^^^s in fact 
established a bona fide doaicile in this state fot-->.ather / than 
educational purposes: PROVIDED, That a nonresident student enrolled 
for Bore than six hours per seaester or quarter shall be considered 
as attending for educational purposes only, and for tuiti^^n and fee 
paying purposes only such period of enrollaant shall not /hm counted 
tovard the establishaent of a bona fide doaicil* of^^n^/lfaar in this 
state unless such student proves that he has^n fact /established a 



2H 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 



bona fide doaicile in this stat^ for other than educational puTpos^s. 

(3) The tera **Daii resident student** shall a^^n any student vho 
does not qualify as a **resident student** under the provisions of rcw 
28B. 15.011 through 28B.15«0ia as nov or hereafter aaended. 

(k) The tera **doaicile** shall denote a per80i\*s true, fixed 
and peraanent hoae And place of habitation. It is the ixtace vhere he 
intends to reaaln, and to vhich he expects to return vhen he leaves 

SB 2316 





1 vitoout int^udin^^ to establish a nev doilcilo elsevheL^. 



(5) The t«ra "linor" shall ■ean a male or female person wh^ 
IS not deuced and taken to be ot full aye ^nd lajority for 
purposes under HCW 26,28,O10, as now lav or hereafter aiended/ 
ten *«eBancipated linoc** shall lean a iinor whose parent^*^ have 
entirely surrendered the tiyht to the care, custody^ andytf^rnings of 
such linor and vhose parents no lon9er in any way sumi6rt or aaintain 



8 such linor. 

9 (6) The ten "qaalified person" shaj^iean a person qualified 

10 to deteraine his own domicile. A person/bf tull aye and taajority for 

11 all purposes under RCW 26.26.010, as j^w lav or hereafter aiended, or 

12 an enancipated ainor is so qualifi/i^. 

(7)^ The tera "parent-qua/lif ied stud^ent" shall aean a stud»fit 

^H havin,) a p.irent vho has a doai/bile in th6 state of Washington but vho 

15 does not have loyal custody /of the student becajse of divorce or 

16 legal separation* 

17 (8) The toras "he" or "tii:i« shall apply to the *feaale as veil 



18 a^^^the— a^dte S4tjc_ uale^^ the context clearly requires othervise. 





Si 2316 
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y ) APPENDIX 3 

y state Level Veterans' Educational Benefit s 

/ — — ■ ■ I - — • — ■ — 

In view of the State of Washington policy of charging lower tuition and 
fee^to Vietnam veterans, the question was asked of each state if theyAad 
separate and lower tuition and fee schedule for veterans. The fol/owing 
^^information concerning state level benefits for veterans in publ ic insti- 
tutions of higher education came from several sources. Conversat/ons 
with State Departments of Veterans* Affairs, Boards of Regents jmd Councils 
on Higher Education were cross-checked with state veterans' la^s^ In a few 
cases, legislation is more recent than the federal information and there- 
fore does not appear in the publication. In parenthesis i/ the current 
tuition (operating) portion that would be waived at the comparison univer- 
sity of that state. 

California - After exhaustion j)f federal educational /benefits , $100 per 
month for a maximum of 12 months is available for /ill -time training at 
an accredited institution.. 

Colorado - "One-half of the "weighted averageyCuition" may be waived with 
a maximum of $181.50 per year to resident Veterans. 

Connecticut - Full "tuition" waiver to. resident veterans ($350 per year). 
Covers 209 veterans at University of^ Connecticut, allvcampuses. 

Delaware - $100 per year "schojl^rship" to each resident veteran. 

Illinois - Full "tuition" w^verfor resident veterans ($574 per year). 
Covers 900 veterans at University of Illinois, Urbana campus. 



ERLC 



1 



House Committee on Veterans* Affairs, State Veterans: Laws, Digests of 
State Laws Regarding Rights, Benefits, and Priyi leges of Veterans and 
Their Dependehts, Revised to January 1, 1974 (Washington D.C.: QTS. 
Government Printing Office, 1974). 
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Iowa - "Tuition" waived after age of 21 for as many months as were spent 
in the armed forces prior to age 21 ($567 p.er year).. - '- ~ 



Massachusetts - Full "tuition'! waiver to resident veterans ($300). 

Minnesota - "Tuition" waiver of 'up to $250 per year for resident veterans 
who have exhausted their federal educational benefits. 

Montana - "Tuition" waiver for resident veterans who have exhausted their 
federal educational benefits. 

Oregon - State G.I. 'Bill program of $50 perNj^th undergraduate and $35 per 
month gradua^l; student for resident VBterans hoKtiQg Vietnam Service Medal 
or Armed^'Forces Expedition Medal ^ 

South Dakota - "Tuition" waiv^t for resident veterans who have exhausl^d 



their federal educational benefits. 
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/ Texas - "Tuition" waiver for resident veterans who have exhausted ^ir^ 
j federal educational benefits. 

Washington - Resident veterans exempt from tuition and fee increases after 
May, 1971 ($132 per year). 

Wisconsin - $100 per year for single veteran or $200 per year for married 
resident veteran is- available based on need." Wisconsin uses a very liberal 
definition of need which does not include summer work or income of spouse. 

While these are basic statewide benefits, it is possible that there are 

institutional* policies of waivers that are not based on state legislation 

r A .^ UNIVERSITY OF CALIF. 

concerning veterans' educational benefits. ANGELES 

2Q ■ "fEB27l976 ^, 

■ . CtEARINGHOUSI 




